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Chairman Patton, Vice Chair Schaffer, Ranking Member Antonio, and
members of the Senate Transportation Committee:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide t his letter to you today
regarding Senate Bill 180 , which seeks to prohibit the purchase and
operation of small, unmanned aircraft systems (sUAS) manufactured or
assembled by entities deemed foreign adversaries by May 1, 2027.




My name is David Pace , and | serve as Program Coordinator with the
Olmsted Township Police Department , overseeing our public safety
drone operations for the police department . | also serveas a board
member of the North east Ohio and Ohio Public Safety UAS Coordination
Group that supports, trains, and represents public safety drone teams
statewide.

| understand your stance on protecting sensitive data and infrastructure
from foreign threats, but | respectfully disagree with the belief that the
threat is present or poses risk to the State of Ohio. The technology
utilized by drones is no different than the cell phone we all use on a daily
basis that is manufactured of parts originating from the very same
countries we are focusing on with SB 180.

Under SB180as written, the impact would put officers at risk and put the
public at a disadvantage, in times of need when seconds count. By
proposing that no equipment from China be used by public safety in Ohio
after May 1, 2027, would essentially erase 90% of all equipment currently
used by police patrol officers, SWAT teams , accident investigators and
fire fighters to conduct daily operations in a much safe manner using
much less time to complete thos e tasks.

For example, these drones can enter a residence prior to an officer being
put in harm’s way and allow police on scene to avoid engaging a violent
suspect and gain control b y deescalating a situation with little or no

force. Or allow the accident reconstructionist to documenta sc eneon a
busy freeway in a fraction of the time required by other technology. Thus,
reducing the risk to on scene officers by redu cing the time they are on a
dangerous freeway, while simultaneously restoring normal traffic flow to

a highway much more quickly than other means , in turn benefiting the
motoring public .



Most public safety agencies in Ohio currently rely on these Chinese
manufactured unmanned aircraft systems (UAS) to carry out vital
operations that public safety departments have come to rely uponona
daily basis to safely and efficiently operate in dangerous situations.
These platforms are critical tools for emergency responses due to their
reliability, ease of use, cost -effectiveness, and robust safety

features , protecting and supporting public safety operations and the
public, as | explained above.

As the Lead Instructor at a local Ohio community college, in their Public
Safety Drone Academy, we have trained over 800 public safety
professionals from around the state in this techno logy. The number of
students we have trained clearly shows the need for this technol ogy. |
see and hear firsthand the many ways in which these drones benefit the
citizens of Ohio. To ban these drones would result in the loss of public
safety teams throughout the state, as any other drones manufactured by
other than China, come with a large price tag, upwards of two to three
times the current price of Chinese Drones. This would essentially wipe
out many small and rural departments who operate on a limited budget,
to purchase the new drones to replace the drones they are currently
using. Speaking with many administrators throughout the state, the
common theme is that if these drones are banned, we could not operate
at the higher purchase rate of other drones. This would result in many ,
many agencies being for ced to abandon technology they have come to
rely on for positives outcomes.

As | write this letter, there are no via ble options to replace these drones
(UAS)with the same or better “mouse trap”, at the equal price.

This means agencies would pay significantly more for less capability,
resulting in far fewer aircraft than operationally needed and relied upon.
This would effectively set back public safety drone operations by a
decade —reducing situational awareness, delaying response times, and



risking lives during emergencies.

A simple search of online videos or on google will show countless videos
and news stories of Ohio public safety drone programs saving lives
across Ohio by locating missing persons within the critical moments of an
incident, giving citizens a chance to survive they probably would not have
without this technology , provide overview of emergency scenes to allow
efficient and safe operations on scenes and quick and rapid assessments
of weather disasters in the state.

If SB 180 passes these life-saving capabilities will be severely
diminished because agencies will be forced to retire functional, secure,
and field - proven equipment without viable affordable replacements.

| respectfully urge the committee to consider amending /abolishing SB
180 and ensure that perceived security concerns are addressed through
open discussions with all public safety stake holders at the local and
state level along with creating measured, achievable policy, and not by
dismantling existing life -saving programs. Specifically, | recommend the
following amendments:

1. Remove the Operational Ban Completely : Remove the operational
ban (Section B-3) and allow existing equipment to be used by public
safety agencies throug hout the state .

2. Establish a State Grant Program:  Establish a state grant program
or procurement assistance fund to support transition costs, with
enough funds to replace aircraft currently in use ona one-for -one
basis .

3. Allow Continued Operation with Safeguards: Allow continued



operation of existing aircraft with certified cybersecurity measures
or limited network connectivity

4. Create a Working Group: Create a working group of Ohio public
safety agencies, industry experts, and cybersecurity professionals to
evaluate practical implementation pathways.

In conclusion, Senate Bill 180 would have unintended and far -reaching
negative impacts on Ohio’s emergency response capabilities. Without
funding, realistic timelines, or technical alternatives, this legislation risks
grounding our first responders ~ when they need these tools most...to

help and save the people of Ohio!

| respectfully request that the committee oppose SB 180 as currently
written and abolish /amend it to protect public safety operations
statewide.

Thank you for your time and consideration. | am happy to answer any
questions or assist in any fashion to reach a solution that is in the best
interest of all in Ohio.

Respectfully Submitted,

Ptl. David Pace
Program Coordinator, Olmsted Twp. Police UAS Team
Public Safety UAS Drone Instructor
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